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Topographic Map of 
Arizona showing 
Basin and Range 
Province

Existing combined cycle 
wet-cooled power plants

Proposed combined cycle 
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Well Count (Source: ADWR Wells 55 Database, 11/2000) and Groundwater Inventory  

Watershed/Basin/Sub-basin # Wells (exempt) 
Drainage BasinArea (Sq. miles) 

Avg Well Depth Est Ac-Ft in Storage 

Bill Williams Watershed     

Big Sandy/Fort Rock 172 (154) See Wikieup 332 250,000 

Big Sandy/Wikieup3 1,079 (830) 1,900 246 2,750,000 

Bill Williams/Alamo 96 (64) 3,200 235 ? 

Bill Williams/Burro Creek 80 (64) See Alamo 382 ? 

Bill Williams/Clara Peak 56 (12) See Alamo 152 ? 

Bill Williams/Santa Maria 1 (1) See Alamo No Data ? 

Colorado River Watershed     

Detrital Valley 249 (143) 875 437 1,000,000 

Grand Wash 48 (12) 960 726 ? 

Hualapai Valley 880 (668) 1,820 432 5,000,000 

Lake Havasu 380 (89) 275 175 71,204∗ 

Lake Mohave 2,670 (1,907) 1,050 139 170,563* 

Meadview 39 (10) 190 601 62,440 

Peach Springs 33 (25) 1,400 307 1,000,000 

Sacramento Valley4 1,207 (858) 1,400 368 7,000,000 

Virgin River Watershed     

Kanab Plateau5 723 (192) 4,470 487 ? 

Shivwits Plateau5 133 (18) 1,820 614 ? 

Virgin River 443 (246) 433 254 1,700,000 

Total 
8,289 (5,293)  273  

 

Water Resources in 
Mohave County



Groundwater in Basin & Range Province
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Allocation Holders

2002 Bureau of Reclamation Allocation Usages

% Unused
% Used

Entitlement Holders in Mohave County 2002 Usage % Used % Unused Unused Balance Acre-Feet Allocation
Mohave Valley Irrigation & Drainage District 35,770 87.24% 12.76% 5,230 41,000
Havasu National Wildlife Refuge 32,326 77.26% 22.74% 9,513 41,839
Lake Havasu City 15,821 62.83% 37.17% 9,359 25,180
Ft. Mojave Indian Reservation 61,982 59.87% 40.13% 41,553 103,535
Bullhead City 8,575 40.43% 59.57% 12,635 21,210
Golden Shores Water Conservation District 538 26.90% 73.10% 1,462 2,000
Mohave Water Conservation District 701 14.60% 85.40% 4,099 4,800
Crystal Beach Water Conservation District 0 0.00% 100.00% 132 132
Havasu Water Company (Ariz American) 0 0.00% 100.00% 1,420 1,420
Arizona State Land Department (ASLD)1 0 0.00% 100.00% 466 466
Gold Standard Mine 0 0.00% 100.00% 75 75
Western States Minerals 0 0.00% 100.00% 70 70
Maurice McAlister 0 0.00% 100.00% 40 40
Total 155,713 64.41% 35.59% 86,054 241,767



Retreat @ Temple Bar

Villages @ White Hills
Peacock Vistas

Peacock Highlands

Golden Valley South

Sterling, 1998

Ranch @ White Hills

Silverado

Mardian Ranch

Dorado

Mardian Ranch



Dorado



Status:

Conditionally approved by P&ZC 
and BOS in 1999.  Waiting for 
ADOT to build Hwy 95 Bypass.  
Latest inquiry was to purchase 
site for an organic farm. 

New City of Sterling



Status:

Conditionally approved by P&ZC 
and BOS in 2003 contingent upon 
completion of land exchange with 
BLM.  Land exchange placed on 
hold by State Office of BLM.

The Ranch at White Hills, Mark I



The Ranch at White Hills, Mark II:  Non-Exchange proposal presented in 2004

Ranch at Red Lake, 
16 Sections

Ranch at White Hills 
Central, 10 Sections

Ranch at Temple Bar, 
3 Sections

Renewable Energy, 
12 Sections



Status:

Conditionally approved by P&ZC and 
BOS in 2004.  Waiting for first 
preliminary plat submittal.

The Ranch at White Hills, Mark II:  
Non-Exchange proposal 
presented in 2004



Five New Urban Center Proposals by 
Rhodes Homes 

 
Submitted to P&Z: March 3, 2005 

 
 
Proposal    Acres  Dwellings Non-Resid Ac Golf Course 
 
Golden Valley South   5,750  32,756  2,139  One 
 
Peacock Highlands   7,176  46,026  2,727  Three 
 
Peacock Vistas   2,088  13,000  189  No 
 
The Village at White Hills  2,727  20,049  565  No 
 
The Retreat at Temple Bar  3,040  19,078  610  One 
 
Total     20,781  130,909 6,230  Five 
 
 



GOLDEN VALLEY SOUTH 
LAND USE SUMMARY 

FEB. 17, 2005 
     

RESIDENTIAL     

LAND USE ACRES DENSITY DU % MIX
LOW DENSITY 1043 5 5215 16% 

MEDIUM DENSITY 681 12 8172 25% 
HIGH DENSITY 145 25 3625 11% 

ACTIVE ADULT LOW DENSITY 1129 5 5645 17% 
ACTIVE ADULT MEDIUM DENSITY 402 12 4824 15% 

ACTIVE ADULT HIGH DENSITY 211 25 5275 16% 
SUB TOTAL 3611  32,756 100% 

NON-RESIDENTIAL     

COMMERCIAL 201    

OFFICE 404    

SCHOOL 36    

PARKS* 288    

FIRE 5    

CLUBHOUSE/RECREATION 28    

GOLF COURSE 247    

LAKE* 21    

O.S./DRAINAGE/EASEMENTS* 663    

ROADWAYS* 246    

SUB TOTAL 2139    

     

TOTAL 5750 5.7 32,756  

     

Status:

Planning & Zoning Commission 
recommended conditional 
approval on 9/21/2005 with 
Board of Supervisors approval 
on 12/5/2005



PEACOCK HIGHLANDS LAND USE SUMMARY 
FEB. 24, 2005 

     

RESIDENTIAL     

LAND USE ACRES DENSITY DU % MIX 
LOW DENSITY 1993.1 5 9,965 22% 

MEDIUM DENSITY 1633.0 12 19,599 43% 
HIGH DENSITY 823.1 20 16,462 35% 

SUB TOTAL 4449.5  46,026 100% 

NON-RESIDENTIAL     

COMMERCIAL 388.4    

OFFICE 762.6    

PARKS* 432.9    

CLUBHOUSE/RECREATION 62.3    

GOLF COURSE 615.2    

ROADWAYS* 465.1    

SUB TOTAL 2726.5    

TOTAL 7176.0  46,026  

 

Status:

Planning & Zoning Commission 
recommended conditional 
approval on 9/21/2005 with 
Board of Supervisors approval 
on 12/5/2005.



PEACOCK VISTAS LAND USE SUMMARY 
FEB. 24, 2005 

     

RESIDENTIAL     

LAND USE ACRES DENSITY DU % MIX 
LOW DENSITY    957.3 4  3,826 30% 
MEDIUM DENSITY    352.6 6  2,115 16% 
HIGH DENSITY    588.5 12  7,059 54% 

SUB TOTAL 1,898.4  13,000 100% 

NON-RESIDENTIAL     

COMMERCIAL    139.0*    

ROADWAYS      50.1*    

SUB TOTAL     189.1    

TOTAL 2,087.5        6.2 13,000  

 

Status:

Planning & Zoning Commission 
recommended conditional 
approval on 9/21/2005 with 
Board of Supervisors approval 
on 12/5/2005.



THE VILLAGES AT WHITE HILLS 
LAND USE SUMMARY 

FEB. 22, 2005 
     

RESIDENTIAL     

LAND USE ACRES DENSITY DU % MIX 
LOW DENSITY 1280.5 5 6400 16% 
MEDIUM DENSITY 644.0 12 7715 24% 
HIGH DENSITY 237.5 25 5934 11% 

SUB TOTAL 2162.0  20,049 51% 

NON-RESIDENTIAL     

COMMERCIAL* 108.4    

PARKS* 150.4    

ROADWAYS* 306.2    

SUB TOTAL 565.0    

     

TOTAL 2727.0 7.4 20,049  

 

Status:

Planning & Zoning Commission 
recommended conditional 
approval on 9/21/2005 with 
Board of Supervisors approval 
on 12/5/2005.



THE RETREAT AT TEMPLE BAR 
LAND USE SUMMARY 

FEB. 24, 2005 
     

RESIDENTIAL     

LAND USE ACRES DENSITY DU % MIX 
LOW DENSITY  1,659.3 5  8,294 44% 
MEDIUM DENSITY     652.2 12  7,819 41% 
HIGH DENSITY     118.8 25  2,965 15% 

SUB TOTAL  2,269.3  19,078 100% 

NON-RESIDENTIAL     

COMMERCIAL      62.6    

PARKS*    145.6    

GOLF COURSE    141.5    

LAKE       7.2    

ROADWAYS*    252.8    

SUB TOTAL    609.7    

TOTAL 3,040.0        6.3 19,078  

 

Status:

Planning & Zoning Commission 
recommended conditional approval 
on 10/12/2005, overiding staff’s 
recommendation of Denial due to 
conflict with General Plan Goals 
and objection from the National 
Park Service.  BOS hearing on 
11/21/2005



“““New CitiesNew CitiesNew Cities”””

Class of 2006Class of 2006Class of 2006



Mardian Ranch

Subject Property

The Mardian Ranch Area Plan 
designates 11,343 acres for 
12,040 low, 16,958 medium and 
3,780 high-density residential 
units.  Of the 12,040 low density 
lots, 2,143 lots will be designated 
for one to two homes per acre.  
Commercial and light industrial 
uses will utilize 1,403 acres, 
including a winery.  Parks will 
comprise 812 acres.  Two golf 
courses are also planned on 260 
acres.  The Mardian Ranch is 
envisioned as a self-sustaining 
community and will serve as a 
demonstration for sustainable 
living in the Southwest.



Mardian Ranch Land Use Diagram

Evaluation of a request for the approval of THE MARDIAN RANCH AREA PLAN, A REINTERPRETATION 
AND EXTENSION OF THE CONDITONALLY APPROVED RANCH AT RED LAKE, consisting of properties 
located in portions of Township 28 North, Range 17 West, Township 28 North, Range 18 West, Township 28 
North, Range 19 West, Township 27 North, Range 18 West, Township 27 North, Range 19 West



Dorado

Subject Property

The Dorado Plan designates 987 
acres for 3,440 low-density and 159 
acres for 1,330 medium-density 
residential units.  In addition, 
commercial uses will utilize 30 
acres.  Parks, open space, and two 
school sites will comprise 
approximately 370 acres.  Dorado 
has been planned as a self-
sustaining environment uniting an 
active retiree community and an 
interconnected community with all 
age groups, the latter finding 
employment in the 
Bullhead/Laughlin and Kingman 
areas.



Dorado Land Use Diagram

Evaluation of a request for a MAJOR AMENDMENT TO THE GOLDEN VALLEY AREA PLAN and 
a MAJOR AMENDMENT TO THE MOHAVE COUNTY GENERAL PLAN for DORADO to SW 1/4 
Section 25, E 1/2 Section 34 and Sections 26 and 36, Township 22 North, Range 19 West



Silverado
The Silverado Area Plan 
designates 2,967 acres for 7,174 
low, 2,470 medium and 2,291 high-
density residential units.  In 
addition, 113 Suburban Estate lots 
are planned on 284 acres.  
Commercial uses will utilize 403 
acres.  Parks and open space will 
comprise 386 acres.  Silverado is 
envisioned as the eastern 
residential and commercial 
gateway to Mohave County and 
will offer affordable housing and 
amenities for those wishing to 
retire to the Southwest and for 
those who wish to commute to the 
Kingman area.

Subject Property



Silverado Land Use Diagram

Evaluation of a request for the approval of SILVERADO AREA PLAN consisting of properties located in 
Sections 15, 21, 22, 23, 27, 28, and 29, and a portion of Section 33, Township 20 North, Range 13 West 
for a new urban center comprised of commercial, recreational, multi-family and single-family land uses on 
approximately 7.5 square miles



White Hills



Excerpt from a January, 2003 Press release:

Imagine coming home every day to a Southern Nevada community with 
lush landscaping, a championship golf course, duck ponds and a dramatic 
landscape next to picturesque red-rock foothills. 

"Rhodes Ranch teleports our homebuyers outside of the desert and into a 
lush paradise with green grass, mature palm trees and lakes with ducks," 
said Tawyna Rosenthal, marketing manager at Rhodes Ranch. "Our 
community is the ultimate luxury escape from everyday life, yet at the 
center of everything in the Las Vegas Valley." 

"What other luxury community in Las Vegas can have its residents at The 
Strip or McCarran International Airport in an average of less than ten 
minutes," asked Rosenthal. "Not only is Rhodes Ranch a beautiful and 
luxurious community in Las Vegas, it is extremely convenient as well."



Excerpt from a Summer, 2004 Press release:

New drought restrictions from the Southern Nevada Water Authority go into effect this 
month, however most homeowners really won't see a difference until September and 
October. Once the weather starts cooling down, homeowners will find themselves limited 
to watering two weekdays a week. 

The reason behind the lawn watering restrictions is a multi-year drought that has 
dropped water levels in Lake Mead to levels not seen since early last century. . . It is just 
recent that the water level in Lake Mead has dropped to levels that Las Vegas needs to 
be concerned. 

But there are a number of ways to save water and save money (did we mention water 
rates will be going up as well?). Here are a few easy steps:   

Don't water your lawn between 11:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. - it will be illegal anyway. 
Water your lawn by hand instead of wasting water with the sprinklers. 
Take your car to a car wash where they recycle the water, instead of doing it yourself. 
Replace your grass with water saving desert landscape. 
Turn off ornamental water uses such as birdbaths and outdoor fountains until the drought is over.
Keep a bucket in your shower to collect water when you are waiting for the water to warm up at the 
showerhead. Use this water on your lawn or other water smart plants.







Acre feet available to 1,200 feet below land surface

Hualapai Valley (City of Kingman + Unicorporated) Population Projection and Water Use

Water Supply w/ Aquifer Recharge equal to Sub-surface Outflow
Population* Ac_Feet_Available AcFt_percapita_Yr AcFt_Use_Yr Years_Supply

35,000 5,000,000 0.22 7,700 649
50,000 5,000,000 0.22 11,000 455

100,000 5,000,000 0.22 22,000 227
250,000 5,000,000 0.22 55,000 91
500,000 5,000,000 0.22 110,000 45

1,000,000 5,000,000 0.22 220,000 23
1,500,000 5,000,000 0.22 330,000 15

Water Supply w/ 4,000 ac-ft annual natural recharge & 10% artificial recharge
Population* Ac_Feet_Available AcFt_percapita_Yr Net_AcFt_Use_Yr Years_Supply

35,000 5,000,000 0.22 2,930 1,706
50,000 5,000,000 0.22 5,900 847

100,000 5,000,000 0.22 15,800 316
250,000 5,000,000 0.22 45,500 110
500,000 5,000,000 0.22 95,000 53

1,000,000 5,000,000 0.22 194,000 26
1,500,000 5,000,000 0.22 293,000 17

* Does not include downtown Kingman since it is part of the Sacramento Basin



Population Growth (DES 1997) & Water Use (Acre Feet) in the Hualapai Valley

Cumulative Ac-Ft Used
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Population Growth (DES 2005) & Water Use (Acre Feet) in the Hualapai Valley

Cumulative Ac-Ft Used
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Impact of Two Growth Scenarios on 
Water Consumption

Population Growth (DES 2005) & Water Use (Acre Feet) in the Hualapai Valley

Cumulative Ac-Ft Used
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Population Growth (DES 1997) & Water Use (Acre Feet) in the Hualapai Valley

Cumulative Ac-Ft Used
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Carbon 14 Half-life 
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A Few Fun Facts for New Cities
Population
Persons/household* 2.45
200000 households 490,000

* 2000 Census for Mohave County
Households 200,000

Daily Vehicle Trips
Trips per SFDU* 9.55
Trips per 200000 SFDU 1,910,000

* ITE Trip Generation, 7th Edition

Solid Waste
Lbs/percapita/day* 4.50
Persons/household 2.45
Lbs/household/day 11.03
Lbs/household/year 4,027
Tons/200000HH/year 402,688

* 2003 estimate from 
Milestones in Garbage: 1990–Present

Gasoline Consumption
Gals/percapita/year* 365.7
Persons/household 2.45
200000 households 490,000
Gals/200000HH/year 179,193,000
Cost at $3.00/gallon/yr $537,579,000

* Energy Information Administration, DOE

Household Emissions
Tons/CO2/year* 61.23
Tons/Methane/year* 7.14
Tons/NOX/year* 3.88
Tons/other/year* 8.16
Total Tons 80.41
Tons/CO2/yr/200000 12,246,000
Tons/Methane/yr/200000 1,428,000
Tons/NOX/yr/200000 776,000
Tons/other/yr/200000 1,632,000
Total Tons 16,082,000

* Rocky Mountain Institute, 1998

Water Use
AcFt/percapita/year 0.20
Persons/Household 2.45
AcFt/perhousehold/year 0.49
AcFt/per200000HH/yr 98,000
Est Water Available* 12,000,000
2000 households 62,000
AcFt/per62000HH/yr 30,380
Years Supply for "Cities" 122.45
Years Supply for All** 93.47

* Hualapai, Sacramento & Detrital Basins
** New Cities plus existing households in 2000



ARS §11-821.C.3

C. In addition to the other matters that are required or authorized under this 
section and article 1 of this chapter, for counties having a population of 
more than one hundred twenty-five thousand persons according to the 
most recent United States decennial census, the county plan shall include, 
and for other counties the county plan may include:

3. Planning for water resources that addresses:

(a) The known legally and physically available surface water, groundwater 
and effluent supplies.

(b) The demand for water that will result from future growth projected in 
the county plan, added to existing uses. 

(c) An analysis of how the demand for water that will result from future 
growth projected in the comprehensive plan will be served by the water 
supplies identified in subdivision (a) of this paragraph or a plan to obtain 
additional necessary water supplies.



Interpretations
The “plan to obtain” can be clarified with a few examples.  Conservation
can be considered a plan just as expanding a water system by drilling 
more wells.  

No mention is made of a 100-year time frame in the statute, so the law 
can be interpreted as providing water for future growth in perpetuity.  

Other ways to ensure that future growth is served is to treat wastewater 
for reuse, recycle gray water, harvest rain water, and collect storm 
water runoff for active groundwater recharge.  

Interesting to note is the emphasis on additional “necessary” water 
supplies.  How shall that be defined?  Water for drinking and cooking is 
obvious, but is it “necessary” to keep the grass green, or even have 
grass in the first place?  

Additionally, water provided to a power plant that exports electricity out 
of the county to a metropolitan area may be necessary for those befitting 
but not for the county as whole who will need the water for future 
necessary uses.



General Plan – Key Water Issues

Colorado River Water. The quality of water in Lakes Mead, Mohave and Havasu 
must be maintained to continue attracting tourists to the County. While many other 
jurisdictions have an impact on the Colorado River, Mohave County's economy and 
water supplies are so directly linked to the lakes and river that the County has a vital 
interest in preventing their contamination.

Groundwater Quality. To ensure the viability of its continued use, the quality of area 
groundwater should be monitored regularly. Key recharge areas in the mountains and 
bajadas should be protected from development activities that degrade water quality. 
The effects of urban runoff and septic systems effluent on groundwater quality should 
be minimized. Mohave County’s updated Area-wide Water Quality Management Plan 
(“208” Plan) is a tool to maintain watershed health.

Water Availability. Information on the use and availability of water should be 
monitored. While there appears to be enough water to meet anticipated demands in 
the rapidly urbanizing parts of the County for the next 40 to 50 years, long term water 
planning throughout the County will require better information than is currently 
available. Development of a Countywide water budget that identifies water supplies 
and demands for identified groundwater basin sub-areas will enable the County to use 
its water resources most efficiently.



General Plan – Goal and Policies 
Goal 3: To preserve the quantity and quality of water resources, in 

perpetuity, throughout the County.

Policy 3.1 Mohave County should cooperate with ADEQ, local water suppliers,
and other agencies to maintain a water budget that inventories the 
quantity and quality of the County's water resources, identifies how 
those resources are being used, and monitors commitments for 
future water use.

Policy 3.2 The County should support programs to monitor groundwater 
quality and well levels.

Policy 3.3 Mohave County should encourage the efficient use of water 
resources through educational efforts.

Policy 3.4 New water intensive uses such as golf courses and man-made 
lakes shall require the use of treated effluent where and when 
available.

Policy 3.5 Mohave County will only approve power plants using “dry cooling”
technology when the aquifer is threatened by depletion or 
subsidence.



General Plan – Implementation Measures

WQ1: Support efforts by utility providers, ADEQ, ADWR, USGS, and 
USBOR to prepare and maintain a water budget for Mohave County 
and for individual drainage basins. This water budget should provide 
information on groundwater yields, contracts, and demands and 
changes in ground water levels. Mohave County's role should include 
provision of information available to the County and assistance in 
coordinating reports.

WQ2: When Area Plans or the General Plan are scheduled for review and
update, the latter conducted at least every ten years, a water budget 
shall be developed, with the aid of the Arizona Department of Water 
Resources, to prevent the mining or, in some cases, further mining of 
groundwater.



Area-wide Water Quality Management “208” Plan
Mohave County was assigned as Designated Planning Agency in 2000.

• Planning area – Follows Mohave County boundaries, with the exception of the Fort 
Mojave, Hualapai, and Kaibab-Paiute Indian Reservation lands.

• Surface and groundwater quality assessment - water quality status and existing and 
potential problem areas are identified with recommendations for prioritizing and/or 
managing water quality problems.

• Description of point source discharges and waste management - assessment of 
decentralized and centralized wastewater treatment facilities, including the five 
Designated Management Areas, and information regarding effluent disposal, bio-solids 
disposal, pretreatment, solid waste & underground storage tanks.

• Non-point source management – Includes agriculture, forest management, grazing, 
resource extraction, urban runoff, and road runoff and ADEQ demonstration projects.

• Drinking water systems - Groundwater protection programs and the viability of small
systems.  Approximately 72% of active drinking water systems within the County are in 
full compliance, with 13% in substantial compliance, and 14% in non-compliance.

• County continuing planning process - Watershed planning is described to illustrate 
water quality management policy.  Funding sources for water quality management 
capital projects are discussed.

http://www.co.mohave.az.us/deptfiles/PZ/208_plan/208Final.pdf

http://www.co.mohave.az.us/deptfiles/PZ/208_plan/208Final.pdf


Land Division Regulations

Final Plat - 3.11.F.19. Determination of Water Adequacy from the 
Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR).

For subdivisions in Suburban Development Areas and Urban Development 
Areas which receive a statement of water inadequacy, five (5) copies of a 
report prepared and sealed by a qualified engineer or hydrologist in the 
State of Arizona, demonstrating and affirming that the project has access 
to sufficient water resources, that are legally available to the applicant or 
service provider, to support the built-out development on a permanent 
basis.

However, if the ADWR determines that a subdivision without urban lots 
has an inadequate water supply, that finding shall be placed on the Final 
Plat, and in the public report application submitted to the Arizona 
Department of Real Estate.



Land Division Regulations

Improvements - 5.1.D.1. Water Supply.

a. The developer shall provide an ADEQ or applicable agency approved 
public or semi-public or private water system with adequate pressures for 
fire flows at 100 percent (100%) occupancy for 100 years to all lots within 
a subdivision containing any lots less than five (five) acres in size,

b. Where required, action shall be taken by the developer to extend or 
create a water supply district, and/or water company for the purpose of 
providing a water system and supply.

c. The developer may be required to submit additional information or proof 
of water availability in the form of hydrological reports prepared by a 
qualified hydrologist in the State of Arizona, and/or qualified geologist or 
other registered engineer.



Environmental Health Division

HAULED 
WATER 

GUIDELINES

INTRODUCTION

Mohave County Environmental 
Health Division (MCEHD) does 
not regulate water quality, 
however, would like to provide 
this information regarding what 
type of holding/storage tank to 
use for drinking water and 
some basic guidelines on 
cleaning and maintaining a 
drinking water storage tank.

Guidelines for water 
source and equipment 

preparation for 
homeowners

EQUIPMENT PREPARATION

Tanks used for holding and 
storage of water should be of 
an acceptable type. Use tanks 
previously used ONLY for 
hauling water or food grade 
materials. MCEHD 
RECOMMENDS NOT USING 
TANKS THAT HAVE 
PREVIOUSLY HAULED ANY 
OTHER MATERIALS EXCEPT 
FOOD OR WATER. Many 
other materials can be 
absorbed into the tank over 
time and eventually leach back 
out into your clean drinking 
water which may be 
dangerous. 

NOTE: When transporting 
tanks make sure the tank is 
properly sealed to avoid  
insects, dust and debris 
being  allowed into the tank.

SOURCE OF WATER

MCEHD recommends utilizing 
a public water system or other 
approved community water 
system for the water supply 
source. Contact the public 
water system that will provide 
you with drinking water. You 
may want to ask for their most 
recent water quality report to 
ensure the water system is 
current with drinking water 
requirements. 



Environmental Health Division

City-wide efforts to reuse graywater
have also been applied as seen by 
these purple pipes in Peoria.



County 
Resolution 

Responding 
to Drought



ARS 43-1182. Credit for water conservation system plumbing stub outs installed in houses 
constructed by taxpayer; definition
A. SUBJECT TO SUBSECTIONS F AND G, FOR TAXABLE YEARS BEGINNING FROM AND AFTER DECEMBER 
31, 2006 AND ENDING BEFORE JANUARY 1, 2012, A CREDIT IS ALLOWED AGAINST THE TAXES IMPOSED 
BY THIS TITLE FOR COSTS INCURRED DURING THE TAXABLE YEAR OF INSTALLING OR INCLUDING IN 
ONE OR MORE HOUSES OR DWELLING UNITS LOCATED IN THIS STATE AND CONSTRUCTED BY THE 
TAXPAYER A WATER CONSERVATION SYSTEM PLUMBING STUB OUT THAT COLLECTS ALL GRAYWATER 
SOURCES THAT END AT A PLUMBING STUB OUT THAT IS SEPARATE AND DISTINCT FROM THE 
REGULAR PLUMBING SYSTEM. TO QUALIFY FOR THE CREDIT THE STUB OUT MUST: 

1. COMPLY WITH RULES THAT ARE ADOPTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY AND 
THAT RELATE TO THE DIRECT REUSE OF RECLAIMED WATER. 

2. MEET APPLICABLE LOCAL BUILDING CODES. 

B. THE CREDIT SHALL NOT EXCEED TWO HUNDRED DOLLARS FOR EACH SEPARATE HOUSE OR 
DWELLING UNIT IN WHICH THE WATER CONSERVATION SYSTEM PLUMBING STUB OUTS ARE 
INSTALLED.

ARS 43-1090.01. Credit for water conservation systems; definition
A. SUBJECT TO SUBSECTIONS H AND I OF THIS SECTION, FOR TAXABLE YEARS BEGINNING FROM AND 
AFTER DECEMBER 31, 2006 AND ENDING BEFORE JANUARY 1, 2012, A CREDIT IS ALLOWED AGAINST 
THE TAXES IMPOSED BY THIS TITLE FOR EACH RESIDENT WHO IS NOT A DEPENDENT OF ANOTHER 
TAXPAYER FOR INSTALLING A WATER CONSERVATION SYSTEM DURING THE TAXABLE YEAR IN THE 
TAXPAYER'S RESIDENCE LOCATED IN THIS STATE. THE CREDIT IS EQUAL TO TWENTY-FIVE PER CENT 
OF THE COST OF THE SYSTEM.

B. THE MAXIMUM CREDIT IN A TAXABLE YEAR MAY NOT EXCEED ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS.

House Bill 2323



305 gallon water storage tank connected to 
roof drain via Flex-a-Spout and sheet metal 
scupper intercept

Rainwater Harvesting System on Tract Home in Kingman



Arizona Policy Forum Recommendations (9/23/2004) 

• Require developers or communities to show a 100-year water supply 
before new homes were built. Under existing law, a builder can sell a 
lot or a house even if state engineers say there's not enough water. 
Subsequent buyers don't have to be informed of that finding.

• Require proof of a 100-year water supply before a new well could be 
drilled for residential use.

• Establish a resource fee of $500 per house to provide matching funds 
to find new water sources, purchase the water or build pipelines or 
canals to move it from one place to another (possible conflict with law 
prohibiting inter-basin transfers).



Water WisdomWater Wisdom

•• Black Mesa Water CoalitionBlack Mesa Water Coalition
The living beings of this land must learn to live within the resThe living beings of this land must learn to live within the resource ource 
boundaries our Mother Earth has outlined.  Water is precious on boundaries our Mother Earth has outlined.  Water is precious on this land. It this land. It 
is the responsibility of us all to begin transitioning to a futuis the responsibility of us all to begin transitioning to a future more re more 
sustainable; and a lifestyle that is, at the very least, more cosustainable; and a lifestyle that is, at the very least, more conscious of our nscious of our 
Mother EarthMother Earth’’s scarce and precious resources.s scarce and precious resources.

•• Excerpt from Hopi Declaration of Water, Second Mesa, Arizona, 20Excerpt from Hopi Declaration of Water, Second Mesa, Arizona, 200303
Water, the breath of all life, water the sustainer of all life, Water, the breath of all life, water the sustainer of all life, water the voice of water the voice of 
our ancestors, water pristine and powerful. Honor and respect waour ancestors, water pristine and powerful. Honor and respect water as a ter as a 
sacred and lifesacred and life--giving gift from the Creator of Life. Water, the first living spgiving gift from the Creator of Life. Water, the first living spirit irit 
on Earth. All living beings come from water, all is sustained byon Earth. All living beings come from water, all is sustained by water, all will water, all will 
return to water to begin life anew. What we do to water, We do treturn to water to begin life anew. What we do to water, We do to ourselves.o ourselves.

•• Genesis 1Genesis 1
And the Spirit moved upon the face of the waters, letting the waAnd the Spirit moved upon the face of the waters, letting the waters bring ters bring 
forth abundantly the moving creatures that have life, and God saforth abundantly the moving creatures that have life, and God saw that it w that it 
was good.was good.
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